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1 . Claims 1-20 are presented for examination. 

2. The title of the invention is neither descriptive nor precise. A new title is required 
which should include, using twenty words or fewer, claimed features that differentiate 
the invention from the Prior Art. The title should reflect the gist of or the improvement 
of the present invention. 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

(a) On page 12, the text of the first paragraph should be updated with the 
current status of the cited applications such as U.S. Patent Application Serial No., a 
filing date, U.S. Patent No., and the issued date. Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claims 1-20, The term "ANY VERB+ABLE" (e.g., interpretable, executable, in 
claims 1-20 renders claim indefinite because the term "ANY VERB+ABLE" is an unsettle 
or relative term. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

In claim 1, it is unclear what the applicant really means by "at least one recorded 
service processing event representing service processing activity that has transpired in 
the communication system". First of all, it is unclear what kind of service processing 
activity that has transpired in the communication system. Secondly, it is unclear what 
kind of service processing event that the applicant is talking about. It is unclear what 
the applicant really means by "general-purpose processing environment. " For 
example, is it a general processor?, is it a CPU? Or something else? It is unclear what 
applicant really means by "at least one memory space". What kind of one memory 
space is it? For example, is it a bit? a register? a buffer? a file?, or database?, or 
something else? Moreover, the essential structural cooperative relationships of the 
claimed elements are unclear or missing. Such missing or omission of elements 
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amount to a gap between the necessary structural connections which makes the claim 
indefinite. See MPEP § 2172.01. 

In claim 2, it is unclear what the applicant really means by "a persistently stored 
library of instructions?" Is it a file? or is it a register. Where applicant acts as his or her 
own lexicographer to specifically define a term of a claim contrary to its ordinary 
meaning, the written description must clearly redefine the claim term and set forth the 
uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled in the art on notice that the 
applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process Control Corp. v. HydReclaim 
Corp., 190 F.3d 1350. 1357. 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. Cir. 1999). The term "a 
persistently stored library of instructions" in claim 2 is used by the claim to mean "a 
persistently stored library of instructions", while the accepted meaning is a file or a 
register The term is indefinite because the specification does not clearly redefine the 
term. 

In claims 3-4, it is unclear what the applicant really means by "the persistently 
stored library". 

In claim 4, it is unclear what the applicant really means by "an indicator within the 
interpretable file". Is it an address pointer or stack pointer, a program counter, etc.? 

In claim 18, it is unclear what the applicant really means by "the code-let". 
Moreover, the code-let lacks clear antecedent basis. 

In claim 19, it is unclear what the applicant really means by "event bundler". The 
first occurrence of "the session processing event record" lacks clear antecedent basis. 

As to claims 6-17 and 20, they contain similar situation as in claims 1-4 and 18- 

19. 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. §102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent In the United 
states. 
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6. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by 
Shridhar et al. [U.S. Patent No. 5,727,194]. 

7. Shridhar et al. anticipates (e.g., see Figs. 1-9C) the invention substantially as 
claimed. Taking claim 12 as an exemplary claim, the reference anticipates a record 
processor (a computer system 100 including DSP 110 and a microprocessor 106) for 
processing an interpretable file (120) generated by a communications system, the 
interpretable file comprising at least one recorded service processing event (opcode) 
representing service processing activity (operand) that has transpired in the 
communications system and comprising at least one instruction (one of the instructions 
164, col. 7, line 9) for processing the recorded service processing event , the record 
processor comprising: a) at least one general-purpose processing environment (DSP 
110, col. 6, line 50, cols. 7-8) comprising at least one memory space (a register start, a 
register end, a register counter); and at least one interpreter (a compiler 128c, or an 
assembler 128b, cols. 7-8) that receives and parses an interpretable file generated by a 
communications system, loads the instruction into the memory space (fetch 112, col. 6 
(line 51), cols. 7-8), and processes the recorded service processing event in the 
interpretable file by executing the instruction (execute 116, col. 6 (line 51), cols. 7-8) 
loaded (fetched) in the general-purpose processing environment (110, col. 6, line 50, 
cols. 7-8). 

8. As to claim 2, Shridhar et al. further anticipates a persistently stored library of 
Instructions (128 D-1') and data (119) needed for processing the recorded service 
processing event (e.g., see cols. 7-8). 

9. As to claim 3, Shridhar et al. further anticipates the instruction (164) obtained 
from the interpretable file is uploaded (fetched) into the persistently stored library (e.g., 
see cols. 7-8). 
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10. As to claim 4, Shridhar et al. further anticipates the instruction (164) is selectively 
uploaded (fetched) into the persistently stored library (primary memory 118) responsive 
to an indicator (PC 144) within the interpretable file (e.g., see cols. 7-8). 

11. As to claim 5, Shridhar et al. further anticipates a record processor for processing 
an executable file (DP-exec 128d of Fig. 1) created by a communications system to 
represent at least one service processing event (opcode) indicating service processing 
activity (operand) that has occurred in the communications system, the record 
processor comprising a general-purpose execution environment (DSP 110) into which 
the executable file is loaded (fetch 112) and executed (Execute 1 16) to accomplish 
processing of the service processing event (e.g., see cols. 7-8). 

12. As to claim 6, Shridhar et al. further anticipates a method for processing of an 
executable file (DP-exec 128d) created by a communications network in the course of 
service processing, wherein the executable file comprises at least one service 
processing event (opcode) and at least one instruction (one of Instructions 164) for 
processing the service processing event, the method comprising: receiving the 
executable file from the communications network; loading (fetch 112) the executable 
file into an execution environment (DSP 110); and executing (execute 116) the 
executable file to accomplish processing of the service processing event using the 
instruction (e.g., see cols. 7-8). 

1 3. Claims 7-20 are similar in scope as of claims 1-6 with the additional features of 
code-let and event bundler. Such code-let (instruction sets, cols. 7-8) and event 
bundler (loop, cols. 7-8) are clearly anticipated by Shridhar, and therefore claims 7-20 
are rejected for the same reasons set forth above for claims 1-6. 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. 

The references are cited in the Form PTO-892 for the applicant's review. 
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A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 (three) 

months and 0 (zero) days from the mail date of this letter. Failure to respond within the 

period for response will result in ABANDONMENT of the application (see 35 U.S.C 133, 

M.P.E.P 710.02, 710.02(b)). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Krisna Lim whose telephone number is 571-272-3956 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess, can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kl 

June 14. 2007 




